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Mr. Gladstone's, mainly at his own expense, Chamberlain came into
the Lobby saying " that is the speech I would rather have made than
any I ever heard in my life."
Except that it substituted a Second Chamber or " Legislative
Council" for the single chamber with its two " Orders" of the first
Bill, the new plan differed little from the plan of 1886. It proposed
the same subordinate Parliament with safeguards and delays for the
transitional period, and it raised the same difficulty about the Irish
representation in the House of Commons. In its original form it
provided that there should be eighty Irish members at Westminster,
but that they should not vote on measures expressly confined to
Great Britain. This was generally condemned as unworkable, and
was withdrawn in Committee and inclusion for all purposes sub-
stituted. Unionist critics condemned all possible solutions of this
knotty question. To leave the Irish out of the Imperial Parliament
was^ to stamp the measure as definitely separatist; to leave them in
was to give them the power of meddling in British affairs after they
had secured control of their own affairs; to bring them in for ques-
tions called Imperial and to exclude them for others, was to institute
a system of double majorities which would be absolutely unwork-
able. There was in fact no strictly logical way of adjusting a local
Parliament for one part of the United Kingdom, to a Parliament
which was both local and Imperial for the whole Kingdom. Ministers
could only plead that some day the logical solution would be found
in a Federal system which would establish local Parliaments for
England, Scotland and Wales as well as for Ireland and place the
Imperial Parliament over all, but that the Irish question was too
urgent to wait for this far-off divine event.
All these debates were academic. The Bill passed the Commons
by a majority of 34 on its third reading (Sept. i), and a week later
(Sept. 8) was summarily rejected by the House of Lords on second
reading. The peers came up in great force, a large number presenting
themselves in the Chamber for the first time, to the bewilderment
of the door-keepers who had no means of identifying them. Of
460 who voted only 41 recorded a vote for the Bill. Mr, Gladstone
was for instant dissolution, but the opinion of his colleagues was,
as he records, " hopeless adverse." They were for " filling up the
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